South Asian members of the arboreal skink genus Dasia Gray, 1839 were recently reviewed using morphological and molecular approaches (Wickramasinghe et al. 2011; Harikrishnan et al. 2012) . Harikrishnan et al. (2012) described a new species, Dasia johnsinghi, from South India. Both reviews add considerably to our taxonomic knowledge of the genus, but are unfortunately marred by several inaccuracies and lapses in taxonomic and nomenclatural practice. Taxonomic research is socially relevant because it contributes to the understanding of biodiversity (Bhat & Sarma, 2014) and it is responsible for laying the foundation for conservation (Dubois 2003; Evenhaus 2007) ; consequently, we believe taxonomists must take responsibility for maintaining publication quality, to promote conservation and science, and in this case, herpetology. While pernicious descriptions are harmful to the growth of herpetology in the region [i.e. the Western Ghats] (Vasudevan et al. 2007 ) in a time expecting quality science (Shanker, 2014) inaccuracies and errors in taxonomic literature should be carefully guarded against.
In this article, we list and correct the errors that appeared in Wickramasinghe et al. (2011) and Harikrishnan et al. (2012) . We address and correct major errors from those papers including usage of names in which the species epithet does not match the gender of the genus, mis-designating type specimens, not attributing the correct authors to the species (and correct year to the genus), and the inconsistency of attributing importance to certain morphological characters and criteria for delimiting species boundaries within the genus Dasia. Our references to "Art." refer to Articles in the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature, fourth edition (ICZN, 1999) .
(1) The first issue that we came across with these publications was the species epithet does not match the gender of the genus. Wickramasinghe et al. (2011) and Harikrishnan et al. (2012) have repeatedly used the names Dasia halianus and Dasia subcaeruleum respectively in their publications, which are, in fact, incorrect combinations. Generic names are deemed to be words in ancient Greek or Latin (Art.26), and consequently have gender. Art.30.1.1 states: "a genus-group name that is or ends in a Latin word takes the gender given for that word in standard Latin dictionaries", and Art.30.2.4 goes on to specify, "If no gender was specified or indicated [by the describer], the name is to be treated as masculine, except that, if the name ends in -a the gender is feminine, and if it ends in -um, -on, or -u the gender is neuter". A speciesgroup name must agree in gender with the generic name, "if it is or ends in a Latin or Latinized adjective or participle in the nominative singular" (Art.31.2).
When describing his new species of Sri Lankan skink, Nevill (1887) used the combination Euprepes halianus, which was grammatically correct as the generic name ends with -pes, the Latin for "foot", which is masculine in gender. Wickramasinghe et al. (2011) used the combination Dasia halianus, with a feminine generic epithet (Dasia) but a masculine specific epithet (halianus) which, according to the code, should have been feminine in gender (i.e. haliana). Thus, it is clear that the specific ending used is incorrect. Smith (1935) was apparently the first to reassign Nevill's species to Dasia Gray, 1839, and he correctly revised the specific name to haliana. Later, Boulenger described an Indian species as Lygosoma subcaeruleum, which was, likewise, grammatically correct as the generic name ends with -soma, the Greek word for "body", which is neuter in gender, and Smith (1935) , in reassigning this species to Dasia, changed the ending to the feminine form subcaerulea. Harikrishnan et al. (2012) were in error when they use the combination Dasia subcaeruleum.
(2) The name Euprepes halianus is customarily given the authorship of Haly & Nevill, which has also been followed by the authors of the two publications being dealt with (Wickramasinghe et al., 2011; Harikrishnan et al., 2012) . This would appear to be incorrect. The article describing it, in Volume 2 of The Taprobanian, was unsigned, but on the cover
